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To: <yose_planning@nps.gov>
cc!
Subject: Important - Merced River issues

September 3, 2004 Friday
VERY IMPORTANT - TIME CRUCIAL
ATTN: Revised Merced River Plan / SEIS
Yosemite National Park Superintendent, L

| am writing give my comments on Yosemite National Park. | am FOR any plan or changes that will
HELP the environment and the wildlife. | am AGAINST hunting, trapping, snaring, oil and gas exploration
and drilling, mining, poliuters, clear cutting, over commercialization, deforestation, over development,
logging, sprawl, and greedy developers in ALL National (and State) Parks and Forests. | think that the
United States needs even MORE National (and State) Parks, Forests, Nature Preserves, Historic Sites

. and Parks, and Wildlife Refuges - soon. { am FOR the strengthening of the Clean Air Act, the Clean

Water Act, the Endangered Species Act, and the Marine Mammal Protection Act. | am FOR the -
strengthening of environmental taws, rules, regulations and policies and stricter enforcement. .

Please help to save and protect God's creatures and the environment, Your help is greatly needed .

now. All animals are God's creatures. All animals have both physical and emotional feelings. All animals
feel pain, stress and fear. . IR - Lo e

- "] ask that you please create and / or use sterilization DRUGS in an edible BAIT type form for animals

- this is humane instead of hunting, trapping, snaring, harming and killing the animals. 1 ask that you

- please distribute food such as bales of hay for the wildlife throughout areas of the Park during harsh

winters. And, | ask that you build WOOD bridges over the lakes and ponds so that the animals will have .
the option to use these wood bridges instead of crossing the frozen ice and falling through and slowly and
painfully freezing to death and dying. Depressing | Please help ! Thank you for taking the time to read.
this letier on these very important issues. Thank you ! : S Lo :

Sincerely, . -

a future Yosemite National Park visitor and a California vacationer and a native Houstonian and a
member of a few environmental organizations, IR L . :

HOUSTON, Texas

wiy oy
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To, <yose_planning@nps.gov>

ce!
Subject: Possibly Spam: Revised Merced River Plan / SEIS

TIME CRUCIAL - VERY IMPORTANT
Yosemite National Park Superintendent,

| am FOR the strengthening and strict enforcement of laws, rules, regulations and policies to better
help save and protect animals and the environment. | am FOR any plans that are best for the wildlife
AND the environment. | am AGAINST logging, oil and gas exploration and drilling, mining, hunting and
trapping and snaring, pollution, development, clear cutting, over commercialization, traffic and atv
pollution and noise, over development, deforestation, greedy developers and sprawl in ALL National and
State Parks and Forests in this country. This country needs even MORE National and State Parks and
Forests, wildlife refuges, nature preserves and hsitorical sites and parks. This country needs MORE
"Roadless Areas”. | am EOR the strengthening of the Clean Air Act, the Clean Water Act, the . .

Endangered Species Act, and the Marine Mammal Protection Act. i am FOR "wildlife corridors" along / -
under highways and roadways. Thank you for taking the time io read this letter on these very important
issues. Please help to save and protect Gad's creatures and the environment. All animals are God's
creatures. All animals have both physical and emotional feelings. All animals can feel pain, stress and

" fear. ALL animals should be protected in ALL National and State Parks and Forests, Your help is greatly

needed - now. Thank you !

Sincerely, - _ 7 : S :
a native Houstonian, a future Yosemite vacationer, a California vacationer, a National Parks and Forests

visitor, and a member of environmental organizations,

HOUSTON, Texas

Wiy g
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To: yose plannina@NPS.gov
e
Subject: Merced River Plan Extended Scoping Time

To NPS Planning;
Thank you for extending the scoping perioed for the Merced River Plan. This

extra time allows people to further comment on this wvital subject.

I would argue that the Merced River Plan needs to be formed from and based
on locking at and protecting the "Outstandingly Remarkable Values (ORVs} .
The final product/edition of the Merced River Plan should be a river plan
that fulfulls the mandate to protect and enhance the river's values.

Such a final preduct/edition ( "a revised Merced River Plan") would result
from the NPS Merced River Plan Planning team to start with the ORVs,
determine their locations, what affects them, and how to protect them. The
Merced River Plan should not be used as a tool to allow development plans.
In conclusion, a final/revised Merced River Plan needs to be presented by
the NPS Merced River Plan Planning team. Such a plan should clearly
establish the importance of the river's ORVs. The final plan would not
degrade the ORVs, but would place primary attention on protecting the
river's esthetic, scenic, historic, archaeologic, and scientific features.
Thank you, . ' R

Is your PC Thfected? Get a FREE online computer virus scan from McAfee® -
Security. http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963
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 <yose_plaming@rps.gov

Subject: Public scoping for Revised Merced River Plah

Sirs: A o . : . .

I am. hoping’ that my thoughts are not too late for consideration. My main
point is for 411 of us to remember that Yosemite is a National Park that
should be not only protected but should be completely accessible to the
people of this nation (as well as being the number one tourist feature in
the west for international visitors}. In order to have us as citizens enjoy
the valley of Yosemite, you must forego the ideal of a wild and scenic river
for approximately two miles of that river's course (from the bridge between
the entrances of Upper and Lower Pines campgrounds to Yellow Pine/Sentinel
Beach bridge) to allow for rafting/floating during the heavily visited
summer months. You cannot have this mass of public just riding around and -
around on the buses trying to find something to experience when the quiet
river is there for families to enjoy while soaking up. the -spectacular
scenery. This is the stuff that memories are made from and to exclude

camping and waterplay from us is very narrow-minded and unfair. We lost 2/3

of our hard-to-get campsites during the flood and have not gotten them back
for the sake of the 'wild and scenic' - enough is enough.

santa Ana, CA

wiy oy
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To: yose_planning@nps.gov

ce:
Subject: PUBLIC SCOPING—-

I first saw Yosemite on my Honeymoon way pack in 1949. That was the
start of my love affair with Yosemite. Through the years we returned
often to that very special place. My last visit with my husband was in
1998 as I brought him one last time. After his death I thought I would
never return---but I have. How could I not? _

Through the years I have seen too many changes I feel have been
detrimental. The latest is the Lower Yosemite Falls project. I fail to
find the "improvements™. o

But since that is now history I would like to comment on what I feel
will seriously impact the Merced River. _ _

PLEASE reconsider moving Northside Drive., As I see it, the new road will
be much closer to the Merced. How can this be a good thing? It simply
makes little or no sense at all. The reasons I have heard for moving
Northside Drive will not change congestion as people will still cross
the new road to "see" the river. It is a no win situation and I would

_ask that you reconsider this proposal.

T also don't understand how you have cloéed.entiré'cahpgfounds_dUe_té__
+he "flood". Those campgrounds still remain intact and didn’t wash”away.-'
But yet you now plan to enlarge and improve a very undesirable-and:dusty

‘campground-—-namely Camp 4. I was around when that campground was’ -

nothing more than a haven for some climbers and Park bums and now due to
lobbying by the elite rock climbers you are perpetuating Camp 4. It is "
simply not fair to close so many campgrounds. Camping shouldn't consist
of cement pads complete with all sorts of amenities for huge Motor ~
homes to supposedly "camp”. LT o o

Had it not been for old Camp 14 we could not have afforded to bring our
children to experience Yosemite. They will always have those memories to
cherish. Please reconsider opening some of those campgrounds while still
protecting the Merced. Co SR o " '

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinions..

Sincerely, - v R P

KEY
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To: yose_planning@nps.gov
cC:
Subject: merced river plan/SEIS

Tt would be very helpful if you would restore some,or all of The River
Campsites.If you have ever tried to make a reservation for The Pines
Campsites, then you know how frustrating it is to get a campsite on the
valley floor.lLoosing half the sites in 1997 has made getting a reservation
extremely difficult.This year, on January,and February 15th,at 7am Pacific
time, my father and I were using the internet,and phone system, trying to
make a reservation,and were not able to get through.After trying for 3
hours,we gave up.

We need more campsites!

Thanks,

wWEE g
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To: Yose_Planning@nps.gov
ce:
Subject: Wild and Scenic Comments

As an avid rock climber, ecologist, and environmentalist, I appreciate
the fine balance that must exist between resource conservation and
recreaticnal use. My comments here are to address the issue of visitor
use density in the river corridor and potential impacts by climbers. I
don't know whether climbing {or parking to access cliffs) in the lower
Merced canyon area (e.g., Arch Rock, Cookie Cliff, Pat & Jack) would be
impacted by setting user limits. My view is that climbers have-little
or no impact on the "view shed" of people utilizing the riparian
resources (fishing, kayaking, nature studies, etc.). Climbers are either
hidden in the trees ox are suspended in walls 100s of feet above the
riparian corridor, thus are guite removed from any potential impact on
users of the riparian resources. I understand that parking in this
narrow section of the canyon can be tenuous during peak season and is
often immediately adjacent to the river. However, unless the Park
Service is willing and able to relocate the highway to a location that
is outside the lower canyon, I cannot see that the impact of parked cars
would negatively impact the user experience any more than the current
stream of RVs and tour buses that currently use the highway. My final
comment addresses climber access to cliffs on the south side of the -
canyon (e.g. The Rostrum) via wading the Merced River during times of
low water in the late summex and early fall. The number of individuals .
that access these cliffs is very small, and their presence in the. o
riparian corridor is extremely brief (1 to 5 minutes in each direction).
Because the sum time for all individuals in the riparian corridor for
accessing the southern cliffs is negligible, I feel this activity should
not be regulated as having an impact on user density.

‘I‘hank you,

Fast Hartford, CT

“iy o4
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To: goseﬂp!anniqg@nps.gtv_\{__- _

Subject: MRP Revision Scoping Comments W

i have the following comments regarding the establishment of the El Portal boundaries: B

1. The boundaries in El Portal should exclude the Hwy 140 corridor. | believe this is State owned fand.

2 | find it ironic that Hwy 140 is a California Scenic Highway yet the El Portal area does not have
scenic as an ORV. o - _ Co _

3. The plan should address whatever agreements are in place with Mariposa County for the Incling -~ .~
Road and the upper part of Foresta Road. These are county maintained roads. Is the land county -

owned? - : o _ S .
4. The plan should address agreements with PG&E, SBC and El Portal Cable TV. All have fa_citities'

and rights of way within the river corridor.. - ; _ o .
5. The plan should address any agreements that are in place for the management of recreational use
on the rfiver. BLM manages rafting and has a register at the Red Bud Launch Site. The State Dept.

of Fish and Game stocks the river with fish and has special regulations on fishing in the El Portal
area.” o S ' ST o

I'have the following comments on carrying capacities: . .. : o o

1. The plan needs to clarify whether carrying capacities include the employees and residents within the: -
boundaries or just recreational users. : S e e S

2. 1 suggest adopting the GMP capacities for the various segments of the river. These capacities were
in place when the river was designated and in my opinion the ORVs have not suffered under these .
limits. In fact, there have been substantial improvements in the condition of meadows and forested.© -
areas in the Valley and streambanks in the Valley campground areas.. .. . . SR : R

3. Since VERP never gets to a number it is inappropriate to use it as a means of addressing carrying -
capacity; which in my opinion is a number.. VERP should be used as a tool to continually monitor.
impactsto ORVs. -~~~ = . S R e i

4. Under VERP indicators and standards are ostablished then monitored. In my opinion, there should 8

be public review and comment of the standards when they are established. For example, one of the.

indicators in the present VERP program is the number of encounters in trailed and untrailed areas.. |

believe the public should have had the opportunity to comment on how many encounters with other.

parties are acceptable in trailed and untrailed areas.. - Lo - S

4



L | . RECEIVED

RT |#S | LT.|DT{UT|IA| IR{OR| TS 0
- - SEp 0 9 2004
MR -5
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK
To: yose_planning@nps.gov
Subjei% Merced River Plan
NPS,

Leave the river plan in tact. We went to several of the meetings and
updates. The adopted plan was excellent with enough balance to include
everyone in the parks activities.

This was supposed to be a wilderness park for people to enjoy for its
spectacular beauty. People who want entertainment can go to dozens of

theme parks,water slides and other places offering "thrills". The NPS
is already offering more services with no protection and a reduced
budget. : .

Sincerely,

whg s
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CARRYING CAPACITY - VOSEMITE %}m A?- . ;‘Z
_. - Pmaxz 16h
0/8/04
Wawona, CA

The Merced River, South Fork, has its headwaters, I believe, near Mt. Raymiond and the
Anse} Adams Wildemess. Just below the inlet pipe for the Wawona Water District it

turns into a distinctly recxeational area, used by fisher persons and swimamers/ picnickers - .
all the way down to the South Fork bridge and highway 41, This area is the course of the
river which sees the most usage due to the proximity of the hotel, PYHC, covered bridge,
and NPS picnic arcas and campground along its banks. From the South Fork bridge it
broadens out, becomes shallower, and flows west until jt gets into the narrow gorge of
Hites Cove, and comes out at Savages on highway 140 to join the North fork..

1 belie_ﬁe émrying capacity rc]ates_io the 'u_s'e' of the land o_vef which the river flows. I
don’t see how it is possible to separate Jand and water usage as they are intertwined so

* perfectly. With this in mind then, there must be 3 separate zones for the South Fork’s
 carrying capacity. The first s definitely part of Yosemite's wilderness, and a capacity g
~ can be described by tallying the number of wilderness permits for that area, adding to this
- an appropiiate pumber for day use hikers and non registered backpackers. - The second ©
" capacity zone would be the recreational portion of the river as described above. The

river’s banks in this zone arc used for residences, NPS picnic areas, PYHC, the Wawona

Hotel, and Wawona Campground. By tallying these campers and day users, we should .

be able to reach a cariying capacity for each land entity on the river; and this in tum o

* would become the absolute carrying capacity for the river in this zone. The final zone for
the South Fork, should be the river as it flows west, beyond the campground, and down to -

join the North Fork at highway 140. It seems to e that this, again, is a wilderness -
experience river, and the capacity should reflect the relatively small number of users; or
those hardy enough to even gain aceess. -With the exception of the Hites Cove hiking -
(rail, there are no established trails on this stretch of the river and the tesrain around it is
yough and steep and not very welcoming to buman intrusion. 1 would think thatby * -
adding a smefl percentage of users to the documented number of bikers on the Hite's
Cove trail, we would be abic to describe an adequate capacity for this portion of the ..~ -
Merced So. Fork: S e e e

By Cé_réfﬁily_da'cu'mcnt'i'ligj land usages ofi the separate zones of the South Fork, 1 believe
a carrying capacity for the river can be described. Certainly, zones one and three willnot -

ever see even a small percentage of the usage that zone (wo endures. This means -
cartying capacity becomes critical for zone two, since it alone faces the maximum
amount of ORV degradation by the very nature of its nse. o

wEh oy
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Pbelic Scoping Comment - Merced Wild & Scenic River
Revised Comprehensive Management Plan/SEIS

Wawona, CA 95389

September 3, 2004

The problem of attributing a carrying capacity for the Merced river must address the

close relationship of the river to the land around it. The two are inseparable. I this case’
you have the ORV’s of a wild and scenic river which must not and cannot be degraded by
overuse. Personally the ORV which is most important to me is the visua} beauty of

the river in all of its seasons. Asa writer, I find both forks of the Merced to be inspiring.

So it is quiet beauty which I enjoy the most. Not much impact there...but what about
swimmers, fisher folk, and boaters? The Park must be reaching its own capacity as we

move toward S million visitors per year. Hopefully, not ajl of these visitors will be

trampling the flora along the river shore. But there are those, of course, who consider a

river experience an integral part of their visit. Of the 81 miles of river, roughly 50 miles

wends its way through Yosemite’s wilderness. ...say from its head waters to the top of

Nevada Falls. The ORV's of this stretch of the wilderness are entirely wild and scenic

and its utilization can be determined by the nuraber of wilderness permits and campiig
pennits in little Yosemite Valley that are used each year. Once you've filled up. those -
camperounds and trails, that is an excellent indicator of the point at which everyone’s
enjoyiment will be curtailed and the environment will degrade. - That number or

calculation then is the carrying capacity for that stretch of the Merced. Once you get to

the bottom of Vemal Fall, the character of river use becomes mostly recreational. Again,

by taking a calculation of boating, camping, day use, swinming and fishing and hiking -
done in the stretch of river between Vemal and Pohono, a valid calculation of capacity of

the river can be determined. Using a figure of 5 million allowable visitors can create :

some sense of absolute capacity. before environmental harm for both the valley and river.

From Pohono down to Et Portal the river’s use is mostly scenic. It winds its way through

a steep canyon and is protected on both sides by granite exfoliation and vip rap. Its main

value is the vistas it pravides visitors following 140 into the valley. T he carrying <

capacity at this point then is the carrying capacity of the highway itself, since there is -

little possibility for any environmental degradation to a solid granite river with little. -~ .
vegetation that is carved into a steep canyon. Keeping in mind (hese 3 zones of the river:
and their different uses, I believe a valid carrying capacity can be calculated based upon
documented uses of the land that surrounds it. Once these numbers of usage have been:

surpassed, the surplus represents degradation of the ORV’s, the quality of the Yosemite
experience, the Merced river, and of course, the Park itself: ' S

i
—————————
. |




F'RDM E A SPINDLER

Directors

'Sue Bcker E

Tony Chnshanson
Treasurer *
P.O. Box 2023

- Wawona CA 95389

Bob Cross
_ Vice Presfdent
".__Pcut DeSan’ns _

| Lcrry Duke

S Lesie Eskola

- i Helland

:. '.'jj_"Secretcn/ _
' Chucklones -
- Mindy Rouch
_JneSloon

: Roger Soulanille

. Gene Spindler

" President

©PHONE ND. . Sep ee 29@4 'ee 126PM PL.

g Thank you for your consnderatlon of these comments
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WAWONA AREA PROPERTY OWNERS ASSOCIATION

P.O. Box 2023 » Wowona, CA 95389 ¢ W.WaWona-vosemife.orq

September 9, 2004

Mr. Mike Tollefson

Yosemite Nat:onal Park Supenntendent
P.O. Box 577 -

Yosemite Natlonal Park CA 95389
Re: . Rewsed Merced Rlver PlanlSElS
Dear Mr. Toiiefson S

Ptease accept the fo!lowmg remarks in response to the Natmnal Park Sennce s

_ (NPS s) raquest for scoplng comments on the Revssed Merced Rlver Plan!SEIS

The Pubhc not:ce 1ssued on AUQUSt 5 2004 cztes that “The specuf’c purpase of the ;: ;f-

: Rewsed Merced River PIanISElS is to (1) address user capactt:es in the. Merced

River Corridor, and (2) reassess the river poundary in EI Portal based onan. -
evaluation of Outstandlngly Remark:able Values in this segment The rewsed plan
w1il also amend the park's 1980 General Management Pian ey

It has been brought to our attenﬂon that an evaluatxon of user capacmes' in the

Merced River Comdor will also mciude an analysns of capamtles of the South Fork

- of the Merced River as it traverses the communlty of Wawona." We are very

- concemed that as the NPS analyzes user capacities along the Merced Rwefs _

. corridors and considers. altematives, that it recognize and respect the ianguage in.
the Record of Decision (ROD) on ‘the 2000 Merced River Plan pertaining to .

Wawona.: The 2000 Merced River Plan ROD includes spacific language. with
respect to, among. ‘other thmgs restricting devefopment of hugh-dens;ty emptoyee

' housing by the NFS in Section 35 in ‘Wawona.  As the provisions in that ROD-

pertaining to Wawona were negotlated at |ength in good falth we strongiy urge

_that thelr mtegnty be retaxned wnthout comprormse :

* President -
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_ All lnterested mdlwduals organ:zatlons and agencues are mwted to provude wntten comments or -
-~ suggestions during publlc review of any prOJect Please submit written comments to: Superintendent
- Yosemite National Park, P. O. Box 577, Yosemite, CA 95389 (Attn <Name of Pro;ect>) Written:
: :'-_comments may also be faxed to: (209) 379-1294. Electronic comments may be transmltted to SRR

'- yose _planmng@nps gov (|n the subject I1ne type <Name of Project>)

T Note Anonymous comments wn!i not be cons:dered lf you do not want your name orland address to be sub;ect to >
i pub!sc disclosure, please state that at the beginning of your comments. Such requests will be honored to the

o . extent allowable by law. Generally, National Park Service will make available to public mspectson all submissions

= from organlzatlons or busmesses and from persons |dentifymg themselves as representatwes or oﬂ' cnals of :

S organlzattons end busmesses
o PrOJect Name. AOW&/ gm-e/ /ﬁé‘o ! co-!'

Name

: ""Address
. —é - U/e’/ ' R L dc rs

_Fq/ Hana - +h e/c. r()u : qs 3

(Pfease use a separate form ar sheei’of paaper for each project you are commentmg on)

. '.”Date of Comment” -’//,,’2 /aL/

% ','I%'

¢_ ’T'L@.‘f)ln&) chﬂlf T"L«.'f‘
/Vc)'}- ¥0 mm-’-.an'-*-a// of- +hc,

6wsm -

(Continue comments on back of'page).'.’ S
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ATTN: Revised Merced River Plan/SEIS Pl S Y&
PO Box 577 e e YOSENITE NATIONAL PARK

Yosemite, CA 95389 ' ' .
Dcar Supenntendent Tollefson

. We are p]eased to submit the foIlowmg scoprng comments supporting your effort to develop an improved
Merced River Plan/SEIS. Our c_omments refer specrﬁcaily to the Merced Rtver South Fork but may also
apply to other Park locatrons o .

 As you are no doubt aware, Management Zonmg along the South Fork here in Wawona was a hot-button
 issue when the Draft Merced River Plan was released in 2000. ‘The Draft Plan proposed to site employee
housing along the south side of Forest Drive in Section 35. The area was jointly designated 3A (Camping)
and 3C (Park Operations and Administration). In the Merced River Plan Final Draft and the Record of
Decision the National Park Service stated that it would site employee housing in Wawona along Forest:
Drive only if it failed to 1denttt‘y adequate alternatrve locatrons -The 3AJSC zonmg des1gnat10n remamed
unchanged o S B : :

i

1t was noted among the many comments submrtted to the Draft Plan that proposed cmpioyee housmg along
Forest Drive would roughly double the permanent populatton of Wawona :We would like 1o add that -
doubling the permanent population of Wawona would greatly increase recreational and mfrastructure

(vehicle traffic, sanitation discharge, etc.) usage along the South Fork. Usage by permanent residents mrght s
well dominate usage by visitors. Because employee housing along Forest Drive remains a National Park -
Seérvice option, usage by both current and future permanent resrdents as well as our expandmg vrsltor base :
should be mcluded in the analysrs of South Fork usage e HEREy .

This year (2004) the Nattonal Park Servrce decrded to_cancel land exchange negottatlons wrth the Seventh
Day Adventist Church that involved a portion of the 3A/3C region along Forest Drive.. We understand that
. amajor (and perhaps key) factor in the decision to discontinue the negotiations was drsoovery of :
archaeological (i.e. cultural) ORV’s in the area under. consideration for exehangc “We would like to pomt
out that cultural ORV’s ‘also may apply to the rematmng 3A/3C land along Forest Drive. In fact no
development of the 3A/3C land should take p}ace until'a’ detaricd cultural ORV: survey has been cornpleted
It may be necessary to modify the 3A/3C designation to one or. more of the Diverse Visitor Experience
- Zones such as 2A (Open Space), 2A+ (Undeveloped Open Space), 2B (Drsoover), or even 2D’ (Attractron) '
1f the culturai ORV’s found in the area oontnbute substantlaliy to Wawona ] hrstorlcal herltage '

_' We apprectate this opportumty to comment on the revrsed Mereed Rrvcr Plan/SEIS and hope our remarks
add to the qualrty of your eﬁ'ort : ; S PRI s sl

Smccrelv

. Wawona, CA95380
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mR -
: YGSEM!TE NAT!ONAL PARK
Al mterested mdnwduals orgamzatrons and agenmes are mwted to provrde wrltten comments or Paﬁg o~

suggestions during public review of any project. Please submit written comments to: Superintendent,
Yosemite National Park, P. O. Box 577, Yosemite, CA 95389 (Attn: <Name of Project>). Written
comments ‘may also be faxed to: (209) 379-1294. Electronic comments may be transmltted to

yose planmng@nps gov (an the sub;ect ime type <Name of Pro;ect>) '

Nn*e Annnymm_e comments will not be consxdered If yau dio not want vour name or/and address io be subject to
public disciosure, please state that at the beginning of your comments. Such requests will be honored o the
extent allowable by law: Generally, National Park Service will make available to public inspection all submissions
from organizations or busmesses and from | persons |dent1fymg themselves as representatlves or officials of
organlzattons and busmesses

_Project Name: .
IRREREREE L {Please use a separate form or sheet of paper for each pro;ect you are.commenting on)

Name: __ ' e Date of Comment -_Ziﬁuf&‘

Add'i'ess:'

COMMENTS

I VLSL’r ‘the.f Bj&[é 4— 5 'hm@g

(Continue comments on back of page)
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2 Rl laEing Comment Form By 1 2%,

- Merced Wild & Scenic River  Yost ITE NATIONAL PARK

Revised ‘Compzrehensive Management Plan/SEIS -
J‘AH interéstedfinﬂ_ividuéls, organiiatidns, and age.ncjes' are fn%zited t0 provide w _ _
during the public scoping period on this project. Written comments may mailed to: Superintendent, Yosemite
+National Park, P.0. Box 577, Yosemite, CA 95389 (Attn: Revised Merced River Plan /SEIS). Written
tomments may also be faxed to: 209/379-1294. Electronic comments may be transmitted to: - :

: i?ose_Pianning@nps.gov (in the subject line type: Revised Merced River Plan/SEIS). Keep track of project status
by regularly visiting the park's web site at WWW.nps.goviyose/planning. _ ‘ :

“Totes Anonymous comments '_v'.rill not bé con.sidered. If you do not want ybui name or/and a.ddress to be subject to public disclosure,
please state that at the beginning of your comments. Such requests will be honored to the extent allowable by law, Generally, The
National Park Service will make available to the

_ public for inspection alj submissions from organizations or businesses and from persons
:dentifying themselves as Tepresentatives or officials of organizations and businesses, R :
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. Amy Schneckenburger To: Mitzi Thornley/YOSE/NPS@NPS, Jeannette ] A
08/30/2004 12:28 PM Simons/YOSE/NPS@NPS YOSEMITE NATH S, Plabi,

POT ' cc: _ _ P"‘"iLQ 190 T

Subject: Fw: Scoping letter for the Merced River Plan

Mitzi, I'm forwarding a scoping letter that was sent to my email address and I'm not sure that it was sent
fo the scoping address (or anyone else in the park). Please include it as part of the scoping record.

Jeannette, | thought you should be aware that this letter from ceme in.
Amy

Amy Schneckenburger, FASLA

Office of Project Management

Yosemite National Park

5083 Foresta Road
El Portal, CA 95338

To: Amy_Schneckenburger@nps.gov
ce;
Subject: Scoping letter for the Merced River Plan

Auguét 28.2004

Fresno CA

To Nafiona] Park Service :

We write this letter concerning the present scoping on amending the Merced River Plan and capacity as

ordered.

We site areas of concern as foliows

Our concerns he in a myﬂad of i rssues the fi rst one bemg Mass tran5|t and tourlsm

By your pro;ected figures of increase of v:srtorshrp to Yosemlte natlonai Park you increase the potentlal

of impacting, and disturbing Cultural Resources and Archeological, Sacred , and traditional sites through
development as well as human footprint in Yosem;te You are we!l aware of these areas but yet you have
not taken any action to protect them. S

Your plans are not properly addressmg the :rreversnbe harm to anment cuitural hlstorlc or ethnographic
sites within the Valley, especially along the Merced River Corridor.

Native sites will definately be |mpac:ted harmed, as well as removed by this plan Some have already
been removed and wreversrbly damaged due to development de5|gnated in the YVP o
Tour busses spew diesel. . A _ : @
The lmpact on arr quahty would suffer e ' :
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YOSEMITE NAT
With added pollution hanging within the valley floor also one could expect impacts to plantlife as well a DNAL PARK

wildlife,

Wildlife would suffer considerably with the influx of countless visitors because after all it is unnecessary
development and human encroachment that will undoubtedly affect the habitat of this wildlife as well as
the well being of such wildlife.

I see no plans for protection of either .

To site the standard excuse for destruction of our precious archeological, cultural, ethnographtc, and
sacred areas by designating these areas as being "previously impacted"” is a r|d|cuious argument at best,
You have not attempted to implement any form of protection for these sites in your plans.

To remove, desecrate, or even change these areas in anyway, shows a continuation in the Jack of
respect you have shown for the American Indian culture .

This prevalent lack of respect to the descendants of the Yosemite Indlans is one thing the National
Park Service has been consistent with in every area of the YVP.

Again, you are not addressing the irreversible harm to Cultural, Ancient, Historic, Ethnographic and
sacred areas necessary to our culture and teachings of that culture to future generations.

The land in Yosemite you and your planners see is not ordinary land. It is the dust of the blood of the
flesh and bones of my ancestors.

When you dig through the surface you defile and desecrate my people.The fand as it is, is my blood and
my dead; it is consecrated, and I don't want to give up any portion of it. I also do not want it removed ,
studied , cataloged and destroyed. '

When you commercialize, build, and renovate you remove pieces of my culture bit by bit.

When you remove the smallest piece you erase my past and prevent my future from connecting and
understanding what we as a people are all about.

Yes I can pass the message along in traditional story, but how can [ tru!y educate and make the future
generations understand if I have no viable proof , if nothing tangible is left to connect with ?

Everyone must realize that without Indian histories, the human history of this continent is not complete.
Scientists will argue that they must explore and retrieve in order to understand the past and ultimately
-our culture. I say to them "Just ask us".

I would never be so bold as to assume that the only way to discover the workings of the Euro —Amencan
culture is to defile and desecrate your churches, tabernacles, and your dead.

I apprecnate the time you have taken to review my concerns, I also hope that my concerns will be taken
into consideration.
I am a lineal descent of the Yosemite Indians of the Valley .
I take my responsibility to heart and follow in the footsteps of my ancestors who were orlganal caretakers

of this Valley.

Sincerely,

Miwuk/Paiute fineal descendant of Chief Tenava, B_r_idgeport Tom

CCr Mark Thornton
Dianne Fefns_tefn
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.- Kratter ‘brushed z swath at- .
green at the base of the painted 4

L TheSacrarne_

'\..,I'\i

l:osfé% °gedcrat1ons

adeep pool doggedly domgthe- N
" breast stroke. A teen girl self- = |,

ted nme in Yosennte §ix hours

' *“We go on to Fresno tonight, -of peaple. Dragontlies floated .
‘then to Death Valley, ] Las Vegas:  consciously dippeda polished - - || * lazily over the cattails in the. o CaﬂEd up ffom beneath the:
‘and Rocky Mountain 2 National. - ‘toeinto the chilly water. Chil- - b - meadow, and the breezesighed” bl'ldge "Hls name was
‘Park in Colorado,”” said Damel _'dreu lavighed and splashed and | . through the big oak thaf shaded- He wag white: He was ateé
‘Miller; thumbs tucked inhis . screamed with.glee, a0 cel : :

: suspenders, He farms outs1de - Alittle‘apart, Jamie Leong of <

: Cleveland .
. But we dod t stop mLa _

: Vegas wejust d_nve thrcugh

Moragaou the chance he could
. find‘alast-minute room in
o Yosemite Valley. He was, Tucky:
-~ Hesrareda place id the lodge.:

* The next day he was heading to
. Sonora, where his work was on
* display at the Vault Galleryinan’

. exhibitcalled "Yosermte Here .

and Now.”"  * .
- Kratter brushed a swath of
green at the base of the pamted

cliff, “This diagonal of green;”
ha eaid *ie tha kirker nf ﬂ"IP

. Fair Oaks satona comfortable.
Tog; gently rocking her sléeping
* baby, 11- month-old Brendan. .
. Leong, 36, was ‘with herex-

: tended famle twe_dozen foflks ‘

synchronized 'mmmmg the”

parents applauded and snap
. digital pictures: The girls were!
- two sets of sisters; their families
first met durmg a'visit to Disney
- World over Christmas and de-"".

" this summer.

" one of the moms, Hyomin Cho -~

" Cliff, “This diagonal of green,” “one'of the moms;, Hynmm Cho
 hesaid; “1s the kmker ofthe of Rockville, Md. She said her
painting,” 8-year-old daughter, Hyejune, -
Th ough I{ratter was working had ridden her first horse'o
 neara main road, the setting . - Uailridethe daYbEfUTE She L

- was peaceful - and nearly empty. ~Said it was amazing.”
LItwas amazing,”

yejune

ay cards. “Welaugh, we' gat
.- retty much your typlcal

of mofdy, missing,
;drrty cracked or discolored

ormmg F s,tar=

cided to reconvene m Yosem1te

“We're hawﬁé real fun,” said
of Rockville, M_d_,'st};levsald her, . o
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To: yose_planning@nps.gov
ce: Yose_Superintendent@nps.gov
Subject; scoping comment for Revised Merced River CMP

Superintendent, Yosemite National Park;
Planning Office;
Yosemite, CA 95389

Sunday, September 5, 2004.

Dear Sirs:

With respect to scoping comments for the Revised Comprehensive Management Plan (MRP) for
the Wild and Scenic Merced River, : s L

1. Previously, zoning for the Yoserﬁite Valley Plan has been shepherded into or sﬁbs_umed under
the MRP. This should not continue to occur. Rather, the MRP should take precedence.

2. Land uses as they impact on Outstandingly Remarkable Values (ORV's) should be revisited.
This would enable a more rational approach to rewriting the MRP than in the first instance.
Rather than constraining identified ORV's which conflicted with the agency's apparent need to -
fimit said values in order to enable new development to occur in many previously undisturbed
areas such as that proposed in the Utilities projects, an approach that allows broader protection

and preservation for the ORV's should be taken. Air quality should be included in the list of _
ORV's. The argument in the first instance that s is no_t's_p_ec_;iﬁ_caily river-related is specious.

3. The MRP should be rewritten so that the :app'roxi'fnai:él'y' 12 categories of zt_)'rii'ng' articulated in
the Yosemite Valley Plan can be eliminated outright. Again, the MRP should take precedence

over the YVP and other planning and/or development agendas the agency has or may developin .
the future. - o R O

Regards,

(53 Y

Fremont, CA
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